NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER.

GOVERNOR BRIGGS AND THE ABOLITIONISTS.

During the recent session of the Anti-Slavery
(onvention at Boston, the hruclam:\linn ol Gover-
nor Brices, called out by the requisition of the
War Department, was issued. ‘T'his proelamation
was received with wrath and indignation by the
Convention, and, after a discussion, in which the
Governor was denounced in the usual plain and
passionate language of the abolition speakers, the
!'n:llmvilm resolution was adopted :

Resolved, "That at the bar of liberty and humanity we im-
ach Geoner N. Buisus, the author of the proclamation
dated yesterday, as perjured on his own principles, ss a traitor
by his own showing, and one before whose gutlt that infamy
of Arnold, and of the traitors in the Missouri wmhpmmim,
becomes respectability and decency, sinee, undec oath to su
poit the Constitution ﬁr the United Statés, he calls ou the Cu]l;:
monwealth to rally to a war which is waged to defend and pro-
tect an act (the annexation of Texas) which he has himsell
0 often declared *“a violation of the Constituti equivalent
tor dissolution”"—a triumph of slavery and despotism—one to
which it would be the badest calumny to su that Massa-
chusetts would ever submit ; and that we call upon the people
to forget them as emphaticully as they did Mason, of Boston,
and Shaw, of Lanesborough, for their treason in 1820.
At the dinner of the Auncient and Honorable Ar-
tillery, on Monday, the above resolution was refer-
red 1o as follows, The third regular toast was—

“ The Governor of Massachuset(s—Knowing the *obliga-
tons of his office, and under the high incentive of the
hright exumple of the great and good who have preceded him,
he cannot be otherwise than fast and true to our beloved Com-
monwealth.”

In responding, Gov. Brices, without naming the
resolution, alluded to it by saying that he was
thankful for the compliment conveyed in the toast
and was gratified to find that he was regarded as
an officer who was disposed w do his duty. With-
out undertaking to say how far he had succeeded in perform-
ing his duty. he would say that he felt bound to endeavor to
deserve the compliment which had been paid to him. With
regard 1o his public Juty he had but one course to pursue.
What that duty might be, and whenever he might be called
upon to perform it, it should be done.  That public officer, he
said, who fails to do his duty is a ““traitor.” [Cheer-
ing.] A private individual might yiell to his peculiar senti-
ments in his acts, without assuming any other responsibility
than that of a simple citizen, Butit was otherwise with 8
public officer, who had assumed responsibility as the servant
of his fellow-citizens. Having undertaken to perform for
them ecertain duties prescribed by the laws, he was bound to
perform them. Having sworn, in the presence of the consti-
tuted public authorities, to support the Constitutions of the
Commonwealth and the United States, and the laws passed
under them, the public officer who should refuse to perform
the duties made imperative by his oath was a ** perjured”’ trai-
tor. [Renewed cheers. ]

e ——
FURTHER EXTRACTS OF THE FOREIGN NEWS
RECEIVED BY THE IBI‘.IT WESTERN.

Foremost among the intelligence by this arrival stands the
vote on the second reading of the Corn Bill in the House of
Lords. This was on the morning of May 29, st a quarter
before five o'clock. The bill was opposed Ly Earl Grey,
Lord Ashburton, the Earl of Eglintoun, Lorl Beaumont,
and the Duke of Beaunfort ;: and d by the Earl of Es-
sex, Earl Dalhousie, and the Duke of Wellington. The
latter, in substance, =aid :

““It was painful 1o him to have to foree this measure upon
the consideration of the House in opposition to the feelings
of those with whomn he had been so long, and, with such sa-
tisfaction to bimself, united in ties of friendship. T'he course
he had wken, however, he would be ready to take again to-
morrow, if called upon by what he conceived to be his duty
to the Crown. His own conscience was satisfied, and he
could only regret i} if others did not take the same view he
did of his duty to his most gracious sovereign.”

The House then divided, and the numbers were—

For the second reading—

g D R PR (o el [
PRORIN & o i i S S g S e i 73
— 211
For the amendment—
T e N LA T S 126
P - o i A T e e AT el ae e A8
—_ 164
Majority for the second reading. . . . ........... 17

The vote is received with despairing bitterness by the pro-
tectionist jourmals.

On the 24th Lord John Russell gave notice, in the House
of Commons, that, in the Committee on the Sugar Duties, he
should move the reduction of the duty on all foreign sugar to
the rate proposed for sugar the produce of free labor, and, if
that should be agreed to, for the abolition of ull differential
duties on foreign and colonial sugars,

This sugar question is the one on which it is supposed (by
some) that Sir Robert Peel will retire from the Ministry.

Mr. O Brien has emerged from ““the eellar™ of the House
of The tee on which he refused to serve
having finished its business he was ordered to be sot atliberty,
but his friends of the press complain bitterly that he has been
required to pay a bill of forty-one pounds and some odd shil-
lings, under the name of fees.

The Cambria arrived at Liverpool on the evening of May
28, bringing information of the war with Mexico. The Lon-

SPEECH OF Mg. HUDSON,
OF MASSACHUSETTS,
On the Subject of the War with Mezico.

Hovse or Reenssextarives, Max 14, 1846,
. The House being in Committee of the Whole on the Army
Appropriation bill—

Mr. HUDSON, having obtained the floor, said : Mr, Chair-
man, under ordinary circumstances I should not have intruded
myself upon the atention of the committee. But we are now
at war with a sister Republic; we are engaged in a contest
commenced by the Executive without just cause, and in direct
violation of the fundamental principles of our constitution.

mony against this procedure ; and [ am the more inclined to do
this, because I was one of the few, or, us gentlemen on the
uther side of the House have snceringly said, one of the igno-
ble fourteen, who had the independence to follow their own
sense of duty, and to vote ling to the dictates of their
uwn eonsciences. [ bring no secusation against others.  The
subject was presented by the majority of the House in the most
embarrassing form, and gentlemen of honesty of purpose
might differ upon the final vote.  As I cluim sincerity for my-
self, I do not question the sincerity of my friends whuse minds
were brought to a different result. !

But the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Doverass,) in reply
to my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Deraxo,) has told the commit-
tee that it is treason to the country to denounce the war, now
it is declared.  He seems to admit that the remarks of the
member from Ohio would have been unobjectionable if they
had been made before the war bill had become a law.  But,
sir, [ recognise no such distinction under the cireumstances of
the case.  We know the manner in which that bill was
pussed, the hot haste with which it was pressed through this
House, and I intend that it shall be known elsewhere. So
fur as my feebls powers extend, [ intend the country shall
know with what rashness and indecent haste all the evils of
war have been brought upon the country. A message was
received from the President of the United States with refer-
enece to vur relations with Mexico.  This wis

Believing this to be the case, I foel it my duty 10 bear resti- lesurmi Pt handise i into this
| drawback upon foreigu merchandise mpomd nto coun-

to the territory lying west of her original linits *  She could
have none but that of conquest.  And did she ever carry her
| conguest up to the Rio Grande 7 Nothing like it ; every at-
tempt she mado proved a signal failure,  The populstion upon
' the ';iiu Giraude never rebelled against Mexico, were nover
conquered by Texas, or submitted to T'exan law or authority.
Texas made severnl attempts to plant her standard upon
| banks of that river, but in every attempt her forces were either
| eaptured or driven back ¥ With what propristy, then, can we
maintain that the wilderness or desert country between the
| Nueces and Rio Grande ever belonged to Texas ! A large
strip of country on the left or eastern bank of the Rio Grande
has ever been in possession of Mexico, and we have acknow-
| lodged that possession both before and after annexation. At
the lust session of Uongress an act was passed allowing o

try, and exported to Canada and Mexico; and among the
places mentioned in Mexico was Santa Fe. And during this
session Mr. Secretary Walker, in his report on the finances,
says : **The act of March 3d, 1845, allowing a drawback on
foreign imports, exported from certain of our ports to Canada,
and also to Santa Fe and Chibushua, in Mexico, has gone to
some extent into effoct, and is beginuing to produce the most
happy resulis,”

Here, sir, we have the most positive recagnition on the part
of our Government that Sauta Fe belongs to Mexico, and is
included within her lawful territory.  But every one knows
that Santa Fe is on the east side of the Rio Grande. How
then can it be pretended, for u single moment, that the whole
country, or that any part of the country bordering upon thut
river, belongs to T'exus, and hence is a part of the United
States * There is no authority at all for that plea; not
one particle of prouf thut the Rio Grande is our true boundary,
except the act of the Texan Congress, and that we have con-
fessed to be invalid by admitting Santa Fe, a town on the east
gside of that river, to be a part of the Mexican l-erriw:?. At
that place we have a consul ; there we have been paying du-
ties on merchandise : and when the expedition to Santa Fe
was captared, our Government interceded with the Mexican
Guvernmeat for the release of our citizens ; admitting in the

e

panied with voluminous correspondence, which passed between
our Government and Mexico, and also between the Execu-
tive and Gen. Taylor. The House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole to consider the subject. The de-
bate, by a vote of the dominant party, was limited to the
short space of two hours.  Oge hour and a balf of that time
was consumed in reading the correspondence, and even then
one half of the papers were not read. The chairman of the
Committee on Military Affairs called up a bill, which had
been for some time upon our tables, which simply authorized
the President fo accept the services of volunteers, should they
be necessary 1o defend our own soil, or repel invasion from
our territory.  This bill was under debate for some thirty
minutes, but no Whig was able to obtain the door. Then,
for the first time, a declaration of war was mentioned, and
sundry amendments to that efloct were offered. When the
time for discussion expired the committee passed upon the
unendments, and the bill was immediately reported to the
House, and passed under the previous question. Thus, sir,
was war Jeclared after a debate of some thirty minutes only,
and that confined entirely to a few brief remnrks by four mem-
bers of the Democratic party. Not an individual of the mi-
nority was permitted to say a word upon the great and absorb-
ing question of peace and war. 'T'he House knows, and the
country shall know, the hasty and inconsiderate manner in
which they have been involved in all the horrors of war. A
grosser instance of precipitancy and rashness cannot be found
in the history of any "assembly calling itself a delibera-
tive body.

Thus, sir, were the Whig party in the House compelled by
a lyrannic majority 0 pass upon this great question without a
single word of debate on their part, and without having one-
hall of the documents which were submitted by the President
rull_.' And now we are told, by the members of the same
domiuant party, that it is treasonable to speak against a mea-
sure thus hastily and tyrannically forced through the House,
without debate, amid ol excit and confusi
Opposition to this measure, we are told, would have been pro-
per betore it had passed, but now, being at war, all opposition
1o the measure shows a want of patriotism, und a disposition
to take sides with the enemy,  Sir, | admit no such principle;
[ will submit to o suclliron rule.  And has it come to this,
that all debate is o be suppressed in this Hall—that freedom
of speech is to to be denied 1o the representatives of a free peo-
ple’ A doctrine more despotic was never advanced. Ac-
cording to this doctrine, il the President, led on by vain ambi-
tion, or by a treasonable desire to raise himself to a throne on
the ruins of our free Government, has the wickedness totram-
ple upon the prerogatives of Congress, a an un-
just war with a foreign Power, we are to submit in silence,
because hostilities have already commenced. We are to
stand by in meek submission, and see our rights invaded and
the property and lives of our citizens wantonly sacrificed, be-
cause a drilled majority of political partisuns may have suc-
ceeded in pressing through Congress, without debate, an on-
t tof Executive usurpation. I say, sir, I will counte-
nance no such doctrine ; I will submit to no such dogma.
Under the peculinr circumstances of the case, I will speak,
and speak as freely this day as [ would have spoken on Mon-
day last. And, though the gentleman from Hlinois very me-
destly brands those as cowards who voted against the declara-
tion of war, I will assure him that I have the moral courage
1o speak my own sentiments ; and neither his dogmatical de-
clarations, nor the awful nods of his head, shall restrain me. |

correspondence itself that Santa Fe rightfully belonged to the
Mexican Republic.

Though our Government had by public acts acknowledged
the coantry bordering upon the Rio Grande on the east to be
a part of the Republic of Mexico, the treaty got up by Presi-
dent Tyler and Lu Secretary of State auempted clandestinely
to obtuin ull the territory east of that river. The language of
the treaty was general. It provided that the Republic of Tex-
as, with all its territory, should be ceded to the United States.
But, sir, though this language was general, and seemed to
imply that the country ceded was nothing more than Texas
proper—the country bounded westerly by the Nueces—yet,

when the President was pressed by the Senate to furnish a
map and description of the country to be annexed, he laid be-
fore them a map of the country to the Rio Grande, with the
clause of the act of the Texan Congress claiming all the coun-
try east of thatriver. But Mr. Calhoun, the Seeretary of State,
though he had affixed his name to that stealthy treaty, and
was the master-spirit in the whole transaction, feeling con-
scious, as it would seem, that the act of the Texan Congress
had no validity, in his note to Mr. Green, our Chargl at
Mexico, enjoined it upon him to assure the Mexican Govern-
ment that she boundaries were not fixed, and that thjs Govern-
ment would exercise a liberal policy in relation to that subject.

His words are these : ¢ You are enjuined, ulso, by the Pre-

sident, to assure the Mexican Government that it is his desire
to setile all questions between the two countries which may

grow out of the treaty, or any other cause, on the mast liberal
and satisfuclory terms, including that of bound

i ; and, |

retreating, of playing ofl and on, as we often witness. In
the first place, he atlempled to substantiste our title to the
whole country east of the Rio Grande by referring to the early
boundaries of Texas. But, after he had demonstrated that
to bis own satisfuction, he confessed that these old bounda-
ries, and consequently his argument founded upon them, was
nothing to his purpose.  T'he question, be said, was not how
the Provinee of Texas was bounded, but how the Republie
of Texns was bounded. Ln this way he yielded all arguments
drawn from the bounduries prior to 1836 ; and then, to show
that he had no settled prineiple upon the subject, he returned
to the question of the early boundary, and referred (o the ar-
gument of my venerable colleague, (Mr. Anams,) when he
was Secretary of State.  This vacillating course, this employ-

ing and rejecting t every arg L in 1, has
left but little which requires any reply. There are, however,
a few points which demand a passing notice. The gentle-

mun told us that there were somne soldiers in the luti

ry army of Texas who eame from the country west of the
Nueces, oy from this he argued thut all that country fell
within the Republic of Texas. But does not every one see
the utter fullacy of this reasoning 7 1 presume there might
have been some soldiers in the Texan army from the country
west of the Nueces, but to every one west of that river there
were, | presume, ten from the country east of the Sabine.
And if this fact proves that the country between the Nueces
and the Rio Grande is included in Texas, the sume argument
would prove that a large section of the United States wus
rightfully included in that Republic. But, sir, the question
is not from what country or section of country the soldiers
came, but over what country did they extend their arms ?
And [ say, without fear of contradiction, that they never were
able to extend their conquests to the Rio Grande, They have
at different periods made attempts at conquering the country,
but have always been repulsed or captured,

The gentleman has said that one member of the Texan
Congress had resided west of ihe Nueces, and hence he in-
ferred that all that country to the Rio Grande belonged to
Texas, But, admitling the fact 1o be as he has stated, the
conclusion does not follow. The distance from the Nueces
to the Rio Grande is some hundred and sixty miles, and even’
if it should be admitted that a fow men residing in the imme-
diate valley of the Nueces should call themselves Texans, and
consent to be governed by Texan laws, this does not justify
the infurence that the T'exans possess the whole country up lo
the Rio Grande. It is also true that men residing east of the
Rio Grande are represented in the Mexican Congress, and
that fact is us good for them as the other is for us.

Again, the gentleman has told us that this whole country
is included in one of the Congressional districts in Texas.
The State is, I believe, divided into two districts; but it is
manifest that whatever muy be the language of their law, it
can include no territory but what is rightfully theirs. Again,
the gentleman says that this country is included within one
of our collection districts, and is subject Lo our revenue laws.
This statement, borrowed from the ge of the President,
requires great qualification, It is troe that a collection dis-
trict has been established at Corpus Christi, which happens
to-be on the west side of the Nueces, at its mouth.  But that
our revenue system is extended west 1o the Rio Grande, is not
true.  And though the message seems designed to give that
impression, the documents submitted with the message ex-
pressly con'radict it.  Generul T'aylor, in his despatch dated
Corpus Christi, February 26, 1846, informs the President
that he had taken every opportunity of giving the impression
to the Mexicans ** that the Mezicans lLiving on this side (ol
the Rio Grande) will not be disturbed in any way by our
troops ; that they will be proteeted in all their rights and

with that view, the Minister who has been recently appointed
will be shortly sent with adequate powers.” In the same
note he directs Mr. Green to assure the Mexican Government
““that the Government of the United States has taken every
precaution to make the terms of the treaty as little objectiona-
ble to Mexico as possible ; and, among others, has left the
boundary of Teras without specification, so that the bounda-
ry might be an open question, to be fairly and fully discussed,
and settled according to the rights of each, and the mutaal in-
terest and security of the two countries.”

Now, sir, does not this amount to a full confession on the
part of Mr. Calboun that the Rio Grande was not the boun-
dury of Texas * If he relied upon the act of the Texan Con-
gress, why permit the line to be drawn in question, and pro-
pose to submit it o negotintion ! ‘T'hé fact is, that the act of
the Texan Congress is a perfect nullity. Noman knows bet-
ter than Mr. Calhoun that a boundary is a question to be set-
tled by iwo nations, and sny declaration by one is entirely
voul. Settling territorial limits is to be regarded in the light
of a contract, and ns necessarily implies two partivs us any
other contract whatever., Hence it is the very perfection of
absurdity to rely upon the declaration of Texas as deciding
this question. [tis, therefore, a matter of profound astonish-
ment that the President, in his late message, should so pre-
sume upon the ig of C as to present that e
parte act of Texas us having any bearing upon this question,
But the treaty was rejected by the Senate; and no objection
was urged with more force than the one we are consider-
ing, that it attempted to carry the western boundary of Texas
to the Rio Grande, far beyond the true limits of Texas.

The distinguished Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benton,)
when spenking against the treaty, said :

“The one balf of the department of New Mexico, with its
capital, beeotes the property of the United States 5 an angle
of Chihushua also becomes ours ; a part of the departmont of
(.Zmlmiluz not populated on the left bunk, which we take, but

will speak as I think, regardless of the frowns or of that
gentlemnn or his friends. [ inake no pretensions to bravery, but
ittrequently requires more moral courage to stand slone, or
with a small minority, than it does to follow the multitude in
the moment of popular excitement.
Mr. Chaitman, | was one of the fourteen who voted against
the passage of the war bill. I voled against it for various rea-
sons, and, among others, for this : 1 believe the preamble, and
its repetition in the first section of the bill, to be untrue.  The
preamble is as follows : ** Whereas, by the act of the Repub-
lic of Mexicn, a state of war exists between that Government
and the United States,™

Now, sir, [ regard this preamble as utterly false—falso as a
whole, and false in ench of its recitals. It is not true thatwar
oxisted before the passage of that act.  There had been a col-
lision between our troops and thos of Mexico ; but a collision
of forces in a single instance, and at a particular point, does
not amount to war, in the legal and constitutional sense of that
term. By the constitution of this country and of Mexico the
ower to declare war is vested in Congress, and not in the

resident or the commanding general.  We have no authori-
ty for saying that the Mexican Government had declared war,
and we know that our Congress had given no authority to the
President to march his troops upon a disputed territory in pos-

don papers copy the President's age and procl N
the wecount of Capt. Thoroton's afleir, &e. So far ap we
have yet seen they make no extended comments, for which,

indeed, there was not time.

Commodore Jones, late commander of the British squadron
on the west coast of Africa, died soon after his arrival in Eng
land, whither he had returned in e of his faili
health.

L]

A Liverpool paper of the 30th ultimo records a melancholy
loss of human hfe, by a collision on the river Mersey, between
two large iron steamers, the Sen Nympth und the Rambler—
the former plying bewween Liverpool and Newry, the latter
between Liverpool and Sligo.  "The Sea Nympth was outward
hound, with a few cabin and fifty deck passengers ; the Ram-
bier was bound for Liverpool, and had about two hundred and
fifty passengers, on their way for embarcation to Ameriea,
The collision took place a short distance froni the Cheshire
share, inside the Rock lighthouse, at about half past 10 o'elock
P. M. The force of the collision was ko great that the report
was heard on shore, and was likened to two sudden claps of
thunder. On board the Rambler the bulwarks were lroken
in and the heavy windlass forced from its position.  One end
of it fell on deck, erushing five passengers to death, and others
were severely wounded. The passengers secured one of the
boats, launched it, apd twelve jumped in.  Others were fol-
lowing, but the boat capsized, and ten of the twelve were
drowned. The life-boat, and subsequently a smell steamer,
went to the assistance of the Rambler, which was completely
disabled.  These took ofl the passengers. Thirteen dend bo-
dies were found under the windluss and bulwarks in the fore-
caslle, The Sea Nympth was but slightly injured, and not a
single individual on loard was hurt.

The overland mail reached London on the 218t of May, the
advices being from Caleuttn w the 7th of Apriland from Bom-
bay to the 15th. Tranquillity prevailed throughout India.
The hot season had commenced, and the armies had taken up
their per tstations untl the for campaigning opens
again in October. The affairs of the Punjaub remain in the
same unsettled state. The city of Lahore was in possession
of the division commanded Ly the British general, and the
Sikh soldiers who were found within the walls were ordered
to quit instantly. An idea existed of the disbanded Sikhs
having con an insurrection similar to that of Cabul ;
hut the utmost vigilance prevails, and no danger is apprehend-
ed in a well-guarded place within fifty miles of the British
territory. The mwly-.qqiruddiliﬁrt. which incalled the Doab,
that is, ““situated between the two rivers "—viz. the Beas and
the Sutlej—was undergoing a strict examination, and different

plices were solected for cantonments for the British troops. |

Jullander is the chief town, and there the principal part of the
troaps are 1o be stationed.  Scinde is profoundly quiet, and it
14 also healthy.  Sir Charles N was coming down the
Sutlej and Indus to Kurrachee, he expected o spend
the monsoon.  His health was impaired.

Twao Mex Snor.—There wero two men shot dead in ome
of the southern counties of Kentueky on the 16t instant. W,
D. Dun, Esq , deputy wherifl, loft town in the morning for
the purpose of arresting B. H. (0'Neil for an assanlt with in-
tent to kill.  Appreliending 1esistance, he summoned a
cimnitatuy to wsnst him 5 and, in the attempt to arrest O'Neil,
who refused to submit to the process of the law, and who, to-
gether with some of his friends, resisted its execution, Benja-
tan M. O Neil and Thomas Rl‘d’ty waore shot, and died in-
stantly.  The grand jury refused to find an indictment aguinst
the sherifl and posse, ‘

ion of the Mexicans. There is also a manifest distinetion
between Aostilities and war. When war is proclaimed by the
constituted authority, the whole nation and the world are
hound to take cognizance of it, and to govern themselves ae-
cording to the rules of constitutional and international law,
But there may be outhreaks or collisions at a particular point,
hostilitics within a limited sphere, and even letters of manjue
and reprisal may be granted 1o one or more injured subjects,
under certain circumstances, and with suitable limitations,
without being in a state of war, in the legal sense of that term.
When war exists neutral nations are bound 1o take notice of
it: but the same is not true in every case of hostility. We
have several examples in our own history which will illustrate
this distinetion.  T'he attack upon the Chesapeake by an En-
glish cruiser, before the Inte war with England, was an act of
hostility, hut neither nation regarded it as @ war. The same
 true of the destruction of the Caroline on the Canadi

d from the right hy Mexican anthotities ; the same
of Tamaulipas, whick covers both sides of the river from its
mouth for some hundred miles up, and all the left bank of
which isin the power and possession of Mexico. These, in
addition to old ‘l":-nl—{hm purts of four States—these towns
and villages—these people and ferritory—these flocks and

; and that every thing which the army may need will
be purchased (rom them at fair prices. [ alsostated that, until
the matter should be finally adjusted between the two Govern-
ments, the harbor of Brasos Santingo would be open to the

free use of the Mexicans as herelo The same views
were imgmd upon the Merxican custom-house o al
Brasos Santiago by Captain Hardee, who com the
ascort which covered the reconnoissance of Padre island.”
Here, Mr. Chairman, we have the suthoerity of Gen. Taylor
for the fact that Mexicans were in possession on the east bank of
the Rio Grande, that Mexicans were living there, that they
had the navigation of the harbor of Brasus Santiago, and
had u eustom house and custom-house officer there.  How,
then, could the message declare with propriety, or even truth,
that our revenue laws were extended over the whole country
between the Nueces and the Rio Girande 7 Gen. Taylor fur-
ther informs us that in approaching Puint Isabel he found it
i flames, and that on arriving there he learned that the ** port
captain, who committed the act,” had made his escape, and
that with the exception of two or three inoffensive Mexicans
the rest had left the place for Matamoras. ‘T'his evidence is
clear and conclusive that the Mexicans were in possession of
the country on the east bank of the Rio Grande, In fine, the
Executive has long been in possession of this fact.  The Se-
cretary of War, Mr. Marcy, in his order to General Taylor,
dated July B, 1845, says: ““This Department is informed
¢ that Mexico has some military establishments on the east side
“ of the Rio Grande, which are, and for some time have been,
¢ in the actual occupancy of her troops.”

We have then the most conclusive evidence that Mexico
was in possession on the left bank of the Rio Grande, having
citizens living there, custom-houses and military posts there.
What, then, becomes of the declaration of the gentleman from
Illinois, or the declaration in the message from which he bor-
rowed it, that we were in possession, and that our laws were
extended over the whole country between the Nueces and the
Rio Grande ' But the genileman from [linois has another
argument on which he places great reliance ; that at & cer-
tain time an armistice was concluded between the Mexicans
and Texans, and one provision was that the Mexican forces
should be withdrawn to the right bank of the Rio Grande.
Now, | would gladly ask that gentleman, whether he has any

herdw ~this slice of the Republie of Mexien, two th |
miles long and some hum]rl:lr brosd—all thisour President lins
eut off from its mother empire, and presents to us, snd declares
it ours till the Senate rejects it ¥

“The treaty, inoall t}lul relates to the hoondary of the Rio

Grande, isan uet of unpuaralleled outrage an Mecico. It is the
seizure of two thousand miles of her territory without & word
of cxplanation with her, and by virtue of a treaty with Texas
to which she is no party. "
M Hluving shown the effeets of the treaty on the Rio Grande
frontier, T take up the treaty itsell, and under all its aspeets,
and in its whaole extent, snd assume fonr positions in relation
to i, vz

“ 1. That the ratification of the treaty would he, of itself, a
war between the United States and Mexico,

. That it would be an unjust war,
That it would be a war unconatitutionally made,

“h. That it would be a war upon & weak and groundless
pretext.™

Thetreaty failing, the subject atthe next session was hrought
forward in a form 1o obviate in some degree this objection of
the Senator of Missouri.  The joint resolution of ii
provides that the *“territory properly included within, and
rightfully belonging to the Republic of T'exns may be erected
into a State,” &e. But the first condition imposed upon
Texas in the resolution was this : ** Said State to be formed,
subject to the adjustment by this Government of all questions
of boundary that mny arise with vther Governments.”

Here, sir, we have a full recognition of the unsettled state
of the western boundary of Texas. ‘I'he languago is sclected
with eantion—**ihe territory properly included within, and
rightfully belonging to Tewas,” and this is followed with a
provision that all guestions of boundary which may arise with
olher Goveramends shall be settlod by the United States and
that other Government. These provisions can have no signi-
ficancy on the supposition that the boundary mentioned by
the Texan Congress is valid. Not only the resolutions of an-

frontier.  The capture of Monterey, a Mexican town upon the
Pacific, by Commodore Jones, in 1843, is another case in
point.  Each of these cases shows that there may be acts of
howtility between the forees of the two Powers, and yet the
relations of peace may be preserved.  The declaration, there-
fore, that war existed, is not sustained by facts. We had no
evidence of its existence st that time ; on the contrary, all the
--\n!_rsun- we had before us went o sustain the np;.x'mno con-
clusion.  Teould not, therefore, subscribe to the declaration
that war already existed.* ;

The preamble states not only that war exists, bt that if
exists by the aet of the Republic of Mexieo. "his declaration
1 believe 1o le untrue. .‘oﬂ:im with all her faults has not, in
this case, been the aggressor.  The statement whieh mninl
the war to the acts of Mexicn is clearly and r.:m-::iu:-iﬂ-ly conie
tradicted by the facts in the caso. | might go back 1o
the eommencement of the revolution in Texas, and show
that the Government of the United States have not main-
tamed a policy strictly neutral, us they were bound to
| do. But, in the net of sunexation, we not only violn-
[ ted pur own organic law, but violated our faith pledged 1o
| Mexico by solemn treaty.  But, sir, I will not rely upon that
| mcty unjust as [ believe that to have been. 1 will take the case
| % it stood after the joint resolution was pussed ; andd [ believe
(that our conduet towards Mexico is entirely indefensible,
| Texas was nnnexed to the United States, and, on the 0 pposi-

tion that that act was valid, what did it inclode > What did
[ 'we annex ' The old province of Texas was bounded on the

plied that the boundary of Texas did not extend
to the Rio Grande, but Mr. C. J. Ingersoll, the chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Afaire, who brought the subject
before the House and opened the debate, gave us the fullest
asaurance that it did not approach within a hundred miles of
that river.  His declaration is this: *“ The territorial limits
(of Texns) are marked in the configuration of this continent
by an Almighty hand.  The stupendous deserts between the
rivers Nueces and Hravo (Rio Grande) are the natural boun-

confid in an arg tof this sort ! Does not every one
know that nothing is more common in such eases than to
agree that the arpues on both sides shall be withdrawn from
the scene of action ! But who ever thought before that such
an agreement tor the time being would settle the future boun-
dary of the two countries ©  The Mexican might with more
propriety rely upon the fact that Goneral Taylor took his first
position upon the Nueces, to prove that that river, and not
the Rio Grande, was the true boundary.

There is, in my apprehension, one capital defect in all the
argument adduced to earry the Texan boundary west to the
Rio Grande. There may be, and probmbly are, n fiow persons
living immediately upon the west bank of the Nueces who
have acted with the Texans. They have been cut off from
the valley of the Rio Grande by the wilderness and deserty
which lie between those two rivers, and may have regarded
themselves as belonging to Texas,  But this, if it be admit-
ted to the fullest extent, does not prove that Texas has ever
extended her laws one bundred and fifty miles further to the
Rio Grande, and over people of another race, speaking

from Massachusetts whether he has any authority for saying
that the Mexicuns crossed the river simply to cut off General
Taylor's supplies | A1)

I will not higgle with the g from Georgin about
terms. | suppose that General Arista had sent bis troops
scross Lhe river to oppose General 'Paylor, by throwing I.I_a'm-
selves botween him and his supphes. | regard Arista's
movement as & hostile one, brought on by the hostile move-
ments of our vwn troops,  Our forees had blockaded Mata-
maros, and eut ofl the supplies from the Mexican army ; and
the Mexicans, in roturn, attempted Lo intercept our supplies,
Both were acts of hostility. 1 know no difference between
attacking the army itself, and cutung off their provisions and
munitions of war. It is as much un aet of hostility to cut off
an army by famine us by the sword.  Or, if gentlemen re-
gard nothing as war but an sctual collision of forces, we have
no evidence that the Mexicans made the first atteck.  General
Taylor in his despatch does not pretend it. .

From the view I have tuken of this whole subject it appears
to me that we have heen the aggressors.  We annexed Texas
to this Union ; but the Texas we annexed was limited in her
territory to the Nueces or that immediate vicinity. 'Though
she had made several attempts to extend her territory by-
arms to the Rio Grande, she had always been unsuccess-
ful. The whole country esast of the Rio Grande to the
Nueces, or certainly to the desert, remained in the hands of
the Mexicans, They had seutlements in the territory, they
had military posts there, and custom-houses, which we have
always acknowledged as belonging to Mexico by paying Juties
there to the Mexican Government.  Though Texas had laid
some cluim to the territory, Mexico was in possession, and we
hnd slways acknowledged it.  And yet the President of the
United States, without authority of law, sends our army to
dispossess the Maxicans by taking possession of the territory,
and planting our standard on the banks of the Rio Grande—
the very extreme point to which the most sanguine ever laid
claim.  Gen. Taylor had, also, by the direction of the Exe-
cutive, erected a battery opposite Matamoros, with his guns
pointing into the town, as if to awe them into subm ssion.
This can be regarded in no other light than an act of aggres-
sion, So impatient was the Executive to dispossess the
Mexicans and take ion of the whole country between
the Nueces and the ﬁ Grande, that, as early as June, 1845,
before aunexation had been consummated, Mr. Bancroft, the
acting Secretary of War, in his instructions to Gen. Taylor,
informed him that his ““ultimate destination” was the Rio
Grande. This is followed up by an order of August 23,
1845, in which we find the following : ** Should Mexico as-
semble a large body of troops on the Rio Grande, and eross
it with a considerable force, such a movement must be re-
garded as an invasion of the United States, and the commence-
ment of hostilies.” In an order of August 30, 1845, the Se-
cretary of War goes further, and says :

“An attempt to eross the river with a large foree will he

idervd by the President as the com ment of hostili-
ties. There may be other acts, on the part of Mexico, which
woulil put #n end to the relations of peace between that Re-
public and the United States.  1n case o’ war, either deelaved
or made manifest by hostile nets, your main objeet will be the
protection of Texas ; but the pursuit of this object will not
uceessarily confine your action within the territory of Texas,
Mexico having thus commenced hostilities, you may, in your
discretion, should you have sufficient fores, and be in w eon-
dition to do so, croes the Rio Grande, dizsperse ov capture the
Jurces assembling to invade Tevas, defear the junction of
troops uniting for that purpese, drive them from their positions
i either side of that river, und, if deemed fpracticable and expe-
dient, take and hold ion of M ur and other placea
in the cowntry. 1 seaveely neeil say that enterprises of this
kind are only to be ventured on under eircumstances present-
ing & fiir prospeet of success,

Mr. Chairman, it seeins to me that no man can read these
orders and review the whole course of the President without
perceiving that the Executive was seeking an occasion against
Mexico—using every means in his power, and means which,
by the constitution, he did not possess, to bring on a war with
that Republic. And, after these numerous acts of aggres-
sion, the President has the eflrontery to tell vs, in his late
message, that *“ war exists, notwithstanding all our eiforts
to avoid it, and exists by the acts of Mexico herself.”

Sir, | regard this declaration as utterly untrae ; and, as it
was incorporated into the bill and preamble, 1 could not vote
forit, 1 believe the preamble to be fulse, and was satistied
that it was connected with the bill for the purpose of shielding
the President. [ believe that this recognition of existing war
was connected with the supplies for the army for the purpose
of committing as many as possible to this buse war of con-
quest, and 1o this gross encroachment upon the constitution.
Regarding the preamble. as false, and the war inexpedient,
and one got up for the purpose of conquest, 1 could not, as o
faithful representative of the people, give it my support. |
believe T should have been false to truth, to justice, and to
the best interests of my country, if I had given my sanction
to such a measure.

The gentleman from Ilinois (Mr. Doveiass) has pro
nounced every one s hypoerite, n traitor, and a coward, who
voted ugainst the bill, and who charged the Executive us the
aggressor in this case.  But, sir, 1 shall ot be deterred from
what [ consider to be my duty by any such intimidation. 1
come not here to bow to Executive dictation, or o register
the edict of James K. Polk, or any other President. | have
no ambitious ends 0 answer, 1o patronage o seek, no high
political aspirations to gratify, and hence shall not be very
solicitous of courting Executive favor, or flattering the morbid
sensibility of noisy aoil restless demagogues.  But, although
that gentleman may brand us as cowards, | will assure him
that neither the strength ol his voice, nor the violence of his
gesticulations, nor the spasmodic emotions of his patriotism
will in the slightest degree alarm me. The gentleman may

4 Shuke his ambrosial locks and give the nod, "
and =ome gentlemen may, perhaps, tremble in his presence,
but I shall remain unawed. Yes, he may
“ Assume the y
Affeet to nod,
And seem to shake the spheres,™

but he will not shake my convictions of duty, or my determi-
nation to obey them.

T'he gentleman from Ohio, (Mr, Tuensax,) who address-
ed the committee yesterday, read numerous extracts from the
Federal papers published duriog the lute war with England
He has produced these extracts with an air of triomph, as if
he had demolished his colleague at o blow, because that gen-
tleman had applied to the present war some of the ejathels
which had been applied to the war of 1812, But, granting
all that the gentlemnan has said, what does it prove ® His
colleague had denounced the present war and its authors ¢ and
he meets it by saying that the war of 1812 was denounced,
He does not attempt o show that the present war is just, or
that the Executive has not transconded his powers, but con-
tents himself with a low attempt to create a popular prejudice

langunge, and owing allegiance to another Government.
Texas bas no title to herseli except what she obtained by
revolution—that is, by conquest and possession. Did she
carry her arms west to the Rio Grando ! She has made
several attempts, and has always been defeated—in each case
her forces have been driven back or captured.  Does she hold
the country west of the Nueces, except perhaps a very smnll
portion in the immediate vicinity of the river ¥ There is not
a particle of evidence that she does.  Mexico being the origi-
nal owner, on every principle of law, would still continue to
own all except what actually revolted or was conquered by
Texas, And as Texas never conquered the conntry up to the
Rio Girande, und as it is now, or waa on the approach of
General Taylor's army, inhabited by the subjects of Mexico
who owed allegi to that Gover , and who were so
fuithful to their own country as to burn their dwellings on the
approach of the American army, and cross the river to their
on countrymen, | contend that there is not a particle of
proof that the whole country east of the Rio Grande belonged
to T'exas, or belongs to the United States.

The President himself has furnished evidence that the
Mexieans were in possession in the valley of the Rio Grande
and the most that can possibly be said is, that the territory is
in dispute.  In all such cases, possession i a good title ax
gainst an imperfect one.  We had, therefore, by no prinei-

duries between the Anglo-Saxon and the Maurit races,
There ends the valley of the West. ‘There Mexico beging

While peace is cherished that boundary will be sacred.  Not
till the spirit of conguest rages will the people on either side
maolest or mix with each other.”  He virtually admits that we
shall have no right, even up to the desert, by virtue of annex-
ing 'Pexas, for he speaks of buying our peace with Mexico, and
obtaining the country up to the great desert by the otfer of
money. “* Although the public correspondence between the
two North American Republics,” says he, '“ has become an-
ury, | am bisppy to be authorized fo assure the House that
thase best acquainted with the true state of things apprehend
little or no danger of war—the main. sinew of war, monely,

o frank confi that the contempl lary was the
great desert, and even that could be obtained only by the pay-
ment of money, And what has been the policy of our Go-
vernment since the adoption of that joint resolution ?  Why,
the President informed us in his annual message that he had

| wouthwest by the Nueces, which does not approach within one
hundred and fifty miles of the position occupied by General
Taylor.  The Texas which has been annezed to the United
States was the old province of Texas ; the Texas which form-
ed one of the States or departments of Mexien ; the Texas
which rebelled agninst the parent Government, and set upa
Giovernment for hersell; in o word, the Texas which was
hounded hy the river Nuecos. 1t in true that the Texan Con.
sress in [RA6 passed an nct declaring that their Republic wag
hounded westerly by the Rio Grande,  But what title had she

“U8inee the delivery of this speceh we have peecived the Man-
iesto of Paredes, duted * Nationnl Palsce of Mexico, April
23, 146, anly one day before the collision on the Rio Grrantle,
i which he lni-- st emphatienlly, * Fanlemnly annsmes
that | v ot declare sear asainst the mited States of Ameris
ety becaime it pertaing to the iyt Congresn of the mflmu, and
not to the Freeutive, to stle definitely the repsration which
so many aggressions demand.  But the defenee of Mexiean
territory, which the United States troops invade, is an urgent

I.(' and my responsibility would be § w hefore the
rution did I not give mrnmlnd{ to repel those forces which
act like cnemics, I have so sommanded,

ppointed a distinguished n of Louisiana, and sent him
to Mexico **to adjust and definitively wettle all pending diffor-
ences between the two countries, includi  of botend

will heal the breach and the controversy amicably,”  Here is,

ple of law, a right to dispossess her by arms, pending the con-
troversy, and especially as she was willing to receive n special
minister to treat exprissly upon this subject of boundury,
The advance of our army, therefore, was an act of aggression,
We have encroached upon territory where she had the posses-
sion, and claimed o have a perfect title.  Let a case like this
be submitted to any court of justice, and the verdict would be
rendered agninst us,

I will even go further.  If our title wern the best, or we
were in possession up to the banks of the Rio Grande, even
then wo should be the aggressors, according to General Tay-
lor's own account. In his despatch of the 15th of April, he
says that he blocked wup the }fm Grande and stopped all
supplies for Matamoros. This was the first act n!’ aggres:
sion.  For at that time it is not pretended that the Mexicans
had made any attack upon our troops.  Col. Cross had been
missing for a few days, but the worst apprehension was that
he might have been murdered by some ** banditti known to be in
the neighborhood.”  And what provocation had General Tay-
lor for blockading Matamoros, and cutting off the wmﬂ';':r

1 n h

the M army ' He tells us that be had received

between Mexico and the State of Teras.” And, in his mm‘;
message, he says that Mr. Slidell ** was entrusted with full
powers to wdjust both the questions of the Texas boundary and
of indemnification of our citizens,
Now, in view of all these numerous confessions on the
of our own Government, is it not perfectly preposterous
in the Fxecutive to maintain that our title is **elear and un-
questionable™ up to the Rio Girande * Huve we any better
elaim to the country up to the bank of that river opposite
Matamoros, than we have in the neighborhood of Santa Fe '
The President in his late message relies upon the act of the
Texun Congress, which made the Rio Grande, through its
whole course, the bourddary, when he hinwell, through his
Secretary of the Tredasury, has toll us that Santa Fe, on the
east of that river, is included in the Republic of Mexico.
But, sir, while I am upon this subject, | wish to pay my
rospects to the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Doverass,)
who favored us with his views upon this sulject yesterday,

The gentleman gave us as rare a specimen of advancing and

from General Ampudia, summoning him to withdeaw his
force within twenty four hours, and to fall back beyond the
Nueces. Was this summons an act of hostility * Tt was
not sa regarded by General Taylor, for in his note in mr:rly
he rays the responsibility will, rest upon those *“inho ly
commence hostilities.”  So, seconding to his own confession,
befure the Meticuns had commeneed hostilities, he blockaded
their town and cut ofl their supplies.  Doos not this make us
the aggromors ' Have we in timo of peace » right to block-
ado the Mexican ports, and so cut ofl supplies from their army *
This ix not a threat, but an aef of hostility. We were not
only the aggressors in invading a country in possession of
Mexion, but we were guilty of the fiest overt act.  And I
should like to be told, even if the Rio Grande were the true
boundary, whether the Mexicans were not justified in crossing
the river to cut ofl General Taylor's supplies, afier he had
blocknded the Q;rl and cat off theirs & nggression was
on our part, o commenced hostilities,

against his coll If he felt competent to meet the nrgu-
ments of his colleague why did he not doit ¥ Why depend
upon the old cry of Federalism * | do not know the source
whence the gentleman obtained his ** elegant extracts,™ hut
it is suggested by genulemen around me that he might have
obtained them from his Democratic friend now at the head of
one of the Departments, who was formerly so zealous o Fe-
deralist that he is said 10 have remarked that if he thought he
had one drop of democratic blood in his veios he would npply
the lancet snd let it out.

While the gentl was ing the *‘immortal four-
teen,” and representing them as enemies of their conatry, he
ought to have recolleeted that two of them from his own State
had proved their comage and their patriotism by fighting the
battles of their country, and some of the rest of that number
have seen more of the tented-field, I presume, than that gen-
deman himself.

As to his attack upon the Federal party, in 1812, I have
nothing to way. They need no defence from me. They
numbered in their ranks some of the wisest statesmen and
firmest patriots of the country.  If they erred, [ am not respon-
sible for their errors, baving never belonged to that party.
Though young at that period my feelings were enlisted on the
other side in politics.

[Mr. Sims, of South Carolina, made some inquiry about
the conduct of the Federalists at that period. ]

I should Lie pleased to hear the gentleman, but my time will
not permit, l': is rare that we upon this side of the House
can obtain the floor ; and [ have no time to be eatechised by
the gentlemen on the other side ; they will have their turn
herenfler.  But if the gentleman from Soath Carolina is troub-
led about threats of disunion, | will ask him what he thinks
of mare modern threats of nullification and disunion in another
quarter ' He may perhaps understand that better.

But we are charged with withholding succor from our gallant
little army in the hour of its peril—with being mdifforent to its
present alarming condition.  "T'his charge, sir, is foundsd upon
un entire misrepresentalion of the facts in the case.  Does any
person believe that any of the troops raised by virtae of our act
of war ean reach the Rio Grande before the fate of our army
will be decided for good or for evil 7 The collision between
our forees and thosa of Mexico took place on the 24th of April,
and the subject was hronght before us on the 11th of May,
soventeen duys after the event. We could not expeet that
the sabject would be disposed of here under two or three days,
and the intelligence of our action could not reach Gen. Taylor
hefore the last of May, some thirty-five days after the first col-
lision. Tt is aleo manifist that volunteers conld not be raised,
arganized, and sent to the seene of action before the middle of
June. Some six or eight weeks must elapse hefore the troops
raised by our act could rench General Taylor's camp,  How,
then, ean it be protended that our action could have any re-
ference W the iminediate condition of our army *  From the
fivcts wubimitted by General Taylor it appenra to bo cortain that
the fute of hix army must be decided for weal or for wo with-
n a short time.  The Commanding General also informs us
that he had, in virtuo of authority reposed in him, called “E“ﬂ
the States of Toxas and Lovisiana for 5,000 men 5 and he had
anthority to eall upon several other Staten. The eall for these
troops wis made on the 26th of A pril, and would reach the au-
thorities of those States ten or twelve days bofore the inlrllmt_mrn
of the eollision us. Thewe troops would be sent irre-
spective of action by this body, and it is upon them and
others, which he was authorized to call for, that Gen. Taylor
must depend. Tt is not true, therefore, that the fate of our

[Mr. Joxes, of Georgin, I wish to ask the gentleman

army depended upon any sction of ours. Our action had re-

ference, not to the immediate fate of the army, but to the fu-
ture operation of that army. 11 was a question not of imme-
diate suecor to our own troops, but of the conguest of Mexico.
This wus in fact the question which the majority pressed upon
the House ; and if our army should have suffered by the defeat
of that bill, the responsibility would huve rested upon those
wha, to gain parly ends, were pleased Lo connect the question
of supplies with gross filseh and a war of conguest and
nggrandizement. X

But we are told hy gentlemen on this floor that it is tresson

to oppose the Government in time of war, Sir, | have no
symputhy with that dastardly sentiment,  What! has it come
to this, that a weak or wicked Executive may usurp power and
involve the nation in an unjust war, and an unscrupulous ma-
jority may press through the House, without debate, a bill sane-
tioning that iniquitous procedure, snd then all mouths must be
closed on the subject ! s this the liberty and the only hberty
granted to the representatives of w free people ?  1s it treason
to point out the faults of a corrupt. Administration ? Are we
to submit in all things to the will of the President 7 1f s0, we
have nothing left of liberty but the name. We are already
under a despotism. Such doctrines may answer for corrupt
sycophunts who bow to the Executive for place, but they are
unworthy of freemen, | protest against all such corrupt and
corrupting sentiments, T'teason to speak sgainst the measures
of the Administration because we ure at war! Bir, | have
from my earliest boyhood had a profound veperation for the
Eurl of Chatham, arising from the manly course he pursued
in the English Patliament in pleading the cause of America,
He spake freely of the impolicy and the injustice of the mother
country towards the colonies. He commenced his patriotic
eourse before the war began, but he did not cease with the
breuking out of hostilities, He pleaded for America ; he ex-
posed the Administration ; he denounced their measures esin-
Samous while the war wus in_progress.  When opposing the
administration he employed languago like this : **Sir, I rejoice
that America hus resisted ; three millions of people so dead to
all feelings of liberty as voluntarily to submit to be sluves,
woull be fit instruments to make slaves of all the rest.” **The
Americans have been wronged, they have been driven to mad-
ness by injustice.” **If | were an American, as Il am an
Englishinan, while a foreign troop was landed in my country,
[ never would lay down my arms—sEvER, NEVER, NEVER !
I solemnly call upon your lordships, and upon every order of
men in the State, to stamp upon this énfamous procedure the
indelible stigma of public abborrence.” Such was the lan-
guuge of the friends of liberty on the floor of Parliament, and
that body, even under that tyrannic Administration, had not
the hardibood to attempt to suppress it. ‘The Inst uct of his
life was an effort in behalf of the colonies. The opposition
in Parliament have always spoken with freedom in peace and
inwar. This is English liberty. Piw, and Burre, and Burke,
and all the leaders of the opposition, even at that day, were
too enlightened, had too ardent a love of liberty, to subseribe
to the degrading and cowardly sentiment which we hear pro-
claimed upon this foor in the hall of gn American Congress.

I have no boasts to make of my devotion to my m?.. 1
am a citizen of this country. This is the land of my birth.
My lot is east in the United States, and my fortune is con-
nected with hers.  When she is right, I will sustain ber; and
if I believe her to be in the wrong, 1 will not give lur‘up. but
will point oat her errors, and do all in my power to bring her
into the right ; so that, if war must come, and our young men
must be oflered on the altar of our country, we may safely
commend them to the God of battles—to that Being who rules
in the armies of heaven and among the inhabitants _of the
eurth. I desire the prosperity of my country, and nothing but
my devotion to her interest, and to the higher principles of
moral rectitude, induced me to ate from those with whom
I huve geoerally acted. 1 could not conment to involve my
country in a war which | believe to be unnecessary and un-
just—a war of conquest—brought about by ambitious men to
answer personal and party purposes.

Before I conclude my remarks, | must notice another sub-
jeet closely connected with this, and one out of which our pre-
sent difficulties have grown. Gentlemen with whom I have
acted on this floor will bear me witness that [ have not been in
the habit of going out of my way to attack the institutions of
the South. Though I have always regarded slavery as an
evil—a politieal and moral wrong—having no power overitin
the States, I have been disposed to leave it with those who
have it it in their keeping to g, rding to their own
sense of propriety.  But, when gentlemen throw this subject
in my path—when they bring it up here for action and ask
me to give u vote upon ity 1 will speak and act freely—I will
not give it my countenance—it shall not be extended :{ me.
I'bis war is one of the first fruits of the annexation of Texas.
And that measure was got up and consummated to extend and
perpetuate slavery.  Mr. Calhoun, in the co sub-
mitted with the treaty, nvowed this to be the primary object
of unnexation. I opposed it then, and I voted against the
war because its object is to exterd, not the  area of fl-
dom,” but the area of bondage.  And I wish to commend this
subject specinlly to the gentleman from Illinois, whose bosom
glows with such ardent patriotism that he is willing 0 spill
rivers of blood in this war with Mexico.  That gentleman was
born in a State where the blight of slavery was mmknalm.
and his residence is now in a free State.  All his associations,
we muy suppose, have been in favor of freedom, and yet he is
willing 1o aid in riveting fetters upon others, now as free as
himself. Yes, Mr. Chanman, though he professes an ardent
love of liberty, and would have us believe that his bosom was
warmed by the very fires of patriotism, he is desirous of spread-
ing the curse of slavery over a Iarge section of country where
it 1 now unknown. He is so devoted to his country, and so
in love with her institutions, that he is willing to susiain, with
blocd and treasure, au institution at war with the first prinei-
ples of a Republican Government—Uliberfy and equality. He
denounces Mexico as an uncivilized and babarous Power, and
still he aspires to be a leader in a policy desi to extend
and perpetaate slavery, and to plant on the soil of Mexico an
institution which she, barbarous as she is, and corrupt as the
gentleman would represent her to be, would not permit to pol-
lute her soil.  This is the position of the gentleman who de-
nounces all as traitors who will not bow to the dictatiou of the
mujority on this floor.

He may occupy that position, but I confess that I do not co-
vetit. I agree with the late Whig candidate for the Presi-
dency, Mr. Clay, ** that all wars are to be regarded as grest
calimities, to be avoided if possible ; and that honorable peace
& the wisest and truest policy for this country.” agree with
him, also, that in & war for conquest, and cspecially in & war
to extend and perpotuate alawy, we should stand d'n;rlad‘m
the eyes of the civilized world.” In such a war, I fear that vic-
tory itself would prove a defest, and that a trinmph over our
enemies in foreign countries, woull eventuate in the destruc-
tion of our free institutions at home.  War under any ciream-
stance is o great calamity.  But when it is waged without an
adequate cause—when it is carried on to gratify an inordinate
ambition, or an unholy spirit of conquest, it s more M n
calamity—if iz @ crime of the deepest dye.  And the Admin-
istration which shall use the power reposed init for [!'lﬂ. for
such wicked purposes, merits and’justly merits public execra-
tion. et those in power look well to it that this execration
does not fall upon their heads. They may think it o light
thing, but let them remember that bloodshed for unrighteous
purposes will ery from the ground to Him ** who bringeth the
princes to nothing, and who taketh up the isles as a very little
thing."” A

e ——

Murperovs A¥rair AT Parmyra, Missovry—
The 8t. Lounis Republican of the 8th instant has the
following :

“ We alluded, a few days ago, to a difficulty between H.
€. Broadus, of Hannibal, and John L. Taylor, of Palmym—
resulting in a challenge to fight a duel, sand the rejecton of
the terms proposed by the challenged party.  That affair has
led 1o a most deeadful result in the death of the seconds,
which occurred on Satunday evening last, at Palmyra.  About
8 o'clock, Gronor W, Hueksen, Esq. met Josgrn W.
Groven, st the spring in or near Palmyra. The meeting
was nccidental—Gilover, armed with a six barrel revolving
pistol, Buckner without any menns of defence.

“4 An altereation took place between them, of the tenor of
which we are not infirmed, when Glover drew his pistol and
shot Buckner, the ball passing just ahove the hip, and coming
out at the navel. Buockner, thus wounded, iwd‘ﬂa
seized the pistol from Glover's hands, and fired it—the ba
passing directly through the latter’s heart. He oxpired im-
medintely.  Buckner died yesterday morning. '

“'T'he parties to this dreadful conflict are respectable men ;
and we understand that there had been, prior to the above
duel, no ditficalty whatever between them. Mr. Buckner |
was the cireuit attorney for the district, residing at B""'” ling
Green, and Mr. Glover a student of law in Palmyra.

The Hon. Trisras Bunexs, formerly of Rhode Island,
but now residing within the State of Masachusetts, a shork
distance from Providence, has within a fow years past been
living in such striet retirement from all public affaird that he
had really become almost forgotten to the community. He
emerged tem ly from that retirement a few days since,
however, and re-appeared among his old friends and acquaini-
ances at Providonce, appurently in all the moutal and
cal vigor of his palmiest days, and on Friday last n
most able and eloguent speech before a committee in support
of the payment of the State debt. In argument, diction, and
persunsive eloquence, says the Providence Journal, it was
equal to his best efforts in his best days.

Few men in the country have been botter known as a pro-
found and acute lawyer, sound politician, and ¢ and
encrgetic logislative debater than Mr, Burges. In fearless
strnightforwardness of purpose, in bold and glowing fluency
of language, in Inting irony and utter mercilessness of invec-
tive, we question whether he ever mot his match—a
fact which many a member of the U States Congress
now alive will, we dare sy, be ready and willing to avouch,
not ouly from their own experience of its s but from
their knowledge of its offects upon some of number now

no more.  My. Burges ought to have staid in Congress a few
years longer, ond if his fuculties are still as vigorous as they

: ted, ho ought to be there now. There in raw
_m body which would be all the better for a little
man as himself.

nre
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handling from such s

(New York Courier & Enquirer.




